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"illiam 0'Sullivan, Bureau of Engineering and Technology,
division of Environmental Qualitv
"=v Jersev Denartnent cf Environmental Protection
rcrpents on "Asbestos Dur.p" RI/FS

a) We cs net agree with the statement on page 2-25 that:

"The available information does not suggest that the National
Oil ard Hazardous Substances Contingency Plan imminent
danger criteria are net at any of the four asbestos ducp
sites, ivhile airborne asbestos fibers my constitute a

- health threat at the Pine Valley Tree Service and White
Bridge Road Sites, the onset of vetter fall weather and snow
cover will reduce potential respiratory threats."

Visible asbestos containing meterial remain at all four sites.
The state-ent "wetter fall weather and snow coyer will reduce
potential respiratory threats" has little meaning since it is now
iiid-February. Initial remedial ceasures should include the
following: - •

> The United States Fish and Wildlife Service should be
contacted again, advised of the potential hazard of the
inhalation of airborne asbestos fibers at the Great §wanp
Site, advised of the action-being taken to eliminate the
hazard uncer the Super fund.
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wL) The prcperty owners of the Pine Valley Tree Service and
White Iridce P.cad Sites should be contacted, advised of the
potential risk and the work programs under way.

tO TasI-: 6 - 'Per-its, Right of Entry and Other Authorizations"
(Page 3-6; In the event that field treatability studies are
required curing the Feasability Study, other local, State
and Federal permits should be included in addition to NPDES.

c) All forty (40) anibient air sample analyses should employ
the SEM/TLM methods in lieu of the proposal that thirty-four
(34) samples be analyzed by the ACF method and six (6)
samples by the SEM/TEM method (Table 5-3). The savings
under the proposed nehtod would be about sixteen thousand
dollars ($16,000). However, the value of the data by
analyzing all sample by the SEM/TEM method may far ourveigh
the projected savings. Furhter, there is no explanation of
how two (2) samples from each site would be selected to be
indicative of teh "worst case" conditions (Page 3-21).
(Note: Four (4) sites with two (2) samples per site equals
eight (8), not six (6).)

d) Under Task 20 - "Identification of Development of Alter-
natives" all local, Stat* and Federal regulations should be
included, not just EPA and NJDEP Hazardous Waste Regulations.

e) Consideration must be given to the "usability of the land"
after the completion of the Feasibility Study work program.
(Detail Development of Alternatives, (Page 3-45).

«
f") If not already accomplished, it is suggested that the Vorlc

Plan be reviewed by Ms. Susan Savoca, Esq.
who drafted the abestos landfill regulations for the Department.
These rules can be used as guidelines for -the remedial
actions;
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~z'r.n Dickinson, Eso. , Office of Regulatory Services,
::=v "ersev Denartmen- cf Environmental Protection
Cements on "Asbestos 2ur.p" RI/FS

Regarding William O'Sullivan's comment concerning the
departments' regulations on the Disposal of Asbestos Waste, I
have attached a copy of these regulations. It must be noted that
these regulations are in the proposal stage and have not yet been
adopted. Comments are being received by Susan Savoca, Esq. of this
office until April 20, 1984. Once adopted these regulations may be
utilized as guidelines for the design of remedial actions. Also
of possible interest and application are the National Emissions
Standards for Asbestos, 40 C.F.R. 61.01 et seq.
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;i==C5s2 cf Asbestos "asts

?rc?csed fcendnents: N.J.A.C. 7:26-1.4, 2.6, 2.10, 2.13, and 3.5

Authorized by: Robert E. Hughey, Ccnmissioner

Authority: K.J.S.A. 13:lB-3, 13:1T-1 et seq., and
26;2C-1 et seq.

DEP Docket No.: 005-84-02

A public hearing concerning this proposal will be Via on Wednesday,
March 28, 1984 at 10:00 A.K. at the State Library, First Floor Auditorium,
185 west State, Street, Trenton, New Jersey.

* »•• i
Interested persons cay submit in writing, data, views, or arguments

relevant to the proposal on or before April 20, 1984. These submissions,
and any inquiries abort subnassions and responses, should be addressed to:

Susan Savoca
Office of Regulatory Servioes

of Btivijcouumital Protection
OS 402
Trenton, New Jersey 08625

At the close of the period for concents, the Department of Environ-
mental Protection nay adopt this proposal, with any nrinor changes not in
violation of the roleVaOdng procedures at N.J.A.C. 1:30-3.5. Upon adoption

•of thp*» rules, a notice of .the adoption shall be published in the Regis-
ter. The adopted roles shall .beccne effective upon pihUcatioo of that
notice of adoption in the "Register. ' • ' " -••.-

This proposal is known as PRH 1984 -

The agency proposal followss .

tn
OB

The Department of Environmental Protection is proposing anendnents to 0
its regulations in order to enforce those portions of the Kational Bnission o
Starcards for Hazardous Air Pollutants ("KESHAPS") which deal with asbestos
v-aste disposal. ou

Or. toril 8, 1972 (38 FR 8826), the United States BMroroental Pro- >i
tection Xgency ("U.S. Zeft*) prcnulgated national emissicn standards for
asbestos (40 CFR 61) nzrscart to Section 112 of the federal Clean Air Act,
as arenssf in 1970 (42 C.S.C. 7412). Since 1973, U.S. EPA has revised the -p



:ir.l-rr fz:- e-si-srtrs £S"-:rrI tir^s. Ssrtior. 112 'c) cf th* Clesrj Air Art
-..I: i I.e. IT;. --. c-C-U ::.. iti sutl-.inty to irp Icrrs-t ar-i e-fcrce :ZSHA?S
t: rt*t*£ vhish develop their or. !ZSHn?S procedures ar.d request delegation
-:: V£2 T 4 1 2 f d ) ) . «."-;r_re rush authority is delegated, u.*£. E?A retain

rir.rurrsr.t authority to er.fcroe the star-darcs.

Cr. September 30, 1931, the New Jersey Departraer.t of Envirranental
?r=terticr. 'requested that the U.S. EPA delegate its authority to implement
£.-.= er.fcrce certain cateccries of NES55PS, including the asbestos require-
r=nts. U.S. EPA subsequently determiiMd that the delegation should be
granted and en October 18, 1982 a Notice of Delegation of Authority ap-
peared in the Federal Register (47 FR 46276) . This delegation allows the

to implement *r*3 enforce the following KES3APS regulations:

40 CFR €1.22(c) (asbestos nanufacturing operations)
40 CFR 61.22(e) (spraying operations)
40 CFR 61.22(h) (fabricating processes)
40 CFR 61.22(i) (insulating materials)
40 CFR 61.25 (disposal as it relates to (c) , (e) , (h) , (i) )

Although the delegation did not include disposal of waste from
rill operations (40 CFR 61.22 (a)) and from demolition and renovation-
activities .(40 CFR 61.22(d)J, the Departanent is proposing to regulate the
lanffill disposal of these vastes also. Further although the delegation
included 40 CFR 61.22(i), thii is not an asbestos waste-csnerating section
and is therefore not included in this regulatory proposal.

?he proposal requires generators to notify the Departoent in writing
at least 10 days prior to disposing of ashestos-aTrtylTring waste from

mills, yeV^gfr^g nBBBifactordiiJI operations, fl*p|fflfoi.CT and
activities, spraying operations, and fabricating processes. The

nctification will include the identity of the tzansporter and the
The Department will impose no specific p>rl°*jiT>g' or

requirements on the generator, as 40 CFR 61.22 (j) and 00 adequately

generator notification requirement differs from the NESHAPS
requirement in two significant w*ys. First, the federal rules require
prior TK»*"* ̂  *s*tl|on ct^ly for disposal of ^gnp^^"^ and renovation Aa*t-tf
(40 CFR 61.22(d)). Diis proposal requires prior notification of disposal
of waste from afffrofftoy mills, asbestos manufacturing operations, spraying
operations and ff^Ti^f^Tg fn'Occiioi, in »<m»<r>i to ^a""if^jfn and reno~
vation debris. Second, the federal demolition and renovation notification
recuires EPA notification 10 days prior to camenoement of the denolition
azd renovation activities (40 CFR 61.22 (d) (2)), while this proposal re-
quires notification 10 days prior to disposal of the waste generated by
these activities.

~r& proposal makes the collector-hauler respcr^ible fcr preventing
rss emissions during transportation. This differs from the federal

rules vhich place the burden of prevention of air emissions solely on the
rer.erator (40 CFR 61.22(j) and 00). Transporters are prohibited from
accenting and transporting asbestos waste which is not properly packaged.
7c reduce the possibility of rupture to containers, no intermediate storage
cr trar^fer is allowed. .

into



lir.if^Ll cvr.ers u.-.i -^=r*::rr5 '.ill be reruired to accept crJy properly
:_-.-.:, si --.i-.i. c:-.i ~: i^5;.-:i rf i^ IT. t rjrj-.er thst '.111 prevent visible
—.LIT:.".?, .-.rair., this prrprsai differs frcr. the federal riles which place
-L-.* r-^rfer. cf proper dispcssl sclely or. the generator (40 C?3 61.22 (j) and
•:•:,... The rar-scesent retirements are based on 40 CFR 61 end include,
ceraraliy, vetting and begging. An exception is made for non-friable
ssbss-rs. Disposal is allowed only in the vorking face of a i»™wij in an
excavated area so that, when buried, there will be three feet of -cover
betrweer. the top of the disposed waste and the working face. The three feet
cf ccver in addition to the cover requirements of N.J.A.C. 7:26-2.5 is
considered necessary so as to "T* »**•** *e the risk of "r'n*'j'in'fT breakage fatt
to heavy vehicle traffic at the walking face. r.«™wn« vm jj^o b»
required to maintain a separate daily ztoord of all incoming asbestos waste
and to subrit it to the Departaent on a monthly basis. . .

If properly managed in accordance with the packaging requirements, the
vaste is classified as ID 27, Dry Industrial Waste, and can be disposed of
at any sanitary ?»r>dfni authorized to accept ID 27 waste.

SOCIAL IKBACT

This proposal will inclitSe in the regulatory scheoe the Departaent's
long-standing policy regarding the disposal of asbestos waste in sanitary

IE. .AS it is based on federal rules, y^^ji^^rruj^ but consistent
r*c?^i • e.renls are mnt-*in»A 4*Mrna<piT' The burden of responsibility is
expanded to **ii on transporters and landfill owners/operators, as well as

genet
•»

The generator notification and tit* landfill operating record require-
' meats will enable the Deparbnent to obtain data regarding the amount and
disposal patterns of asbestos waste in Sew Jersey.

ECONOMIC IMPACT «

itors and collector-haulers are expected to experience little
inpact from the

owners and cjeiJliiu'i may experience an increase in disposal
costs due to the increased cover requirements. The additional cost is
considered, to be justified ***p coopaxed to t*̂  health and environmental
benefit that will accrue. &*nm ̂ nd operators who incur additional costs
nay petition the Board of Public Utilities for a rate increase to cover
those costs.

IMPACT

Asbestos has long been considered an environmental factor in the cause g
cf certain illnesses and thus a health risk to those who are exposed to
asbestos fibers in the air. Unless it is properly contained, asbestos can o
easily break into a dust cf tiny fibers. These fibers float in the air and 8
car* easily be inhaled or swallowed. Once the fibers enter the body,
disease (such as asbestosis, cancer, and mesothelicna) nay result. Asbes- g

\^ tos fibers remain in the body indefinitely. For these reasons, this o



-t's ccr.cerr. \.-i-h rsiniririnc the er.vircr.-
: i.vii.1 c::v_i.-̂ ..: -i... MI: ;_.-•. .d viv. vr.rc.r/̂ ir:£i asbactcs.

Full r«.\t of the rrcrcs&l fclicv.'s (additions indicated in boldface
thus; del«-icr.£ indicated in brackets I thus]).

T: 25-1. Definitions

Se following words and terras, when used in this chapter, shall have
the relieving meanings unless the context clearly indicates otherwise.

and

of asbestos which is by extracting asbestos from asbesti

f 3 ) . 61.22(e), and 61.22(h). •

»>>i« waste" means waste t^wrt
nc or less

or recucec to -, ii ,'J.JBL'i .U.B —JJM- 'Jl,inVi T mki T *m ^rr A-^y

that cannot be
pressure.

7:26-2.6 Sanitary landfill operational requirements (Specific)

(a)-(d) (No change,) . . . . . . .

Ai< of a*1
jggssa&iif.

'pmnf>qed ^n th^ fo! Tfi^
PI jml nifeftifT' K^in^nq wâ t̂  ̂ jr^ittgsbeen

t*lnlncf viasts Cfrlcrinatino f 11 in

Lee asbestos waste, shall have been
sufficiently nixed or coated with water or an aoueous
solution and sealed ; fljto leak-tight containers (such as 6

plastic bass) v iile vet. Pie contAJ Tiers have
been permanently sealed and labeled with a warning label
that states;

CM7TION

or



•? -'cur Healrh

.--.lterr.£tively, v.-£=r±ng labels specified _bv Occupation*!
5&:ery aaa Hefeltr. Sranftitnis of the United States Deparcaent
o: Laoor, Occupational ̂  saiety ana Healthl " ""
ur.aer 25 CFR lrlC.£ja(c)2ii ray be usedj

rrmistraticn

ii. Air pollution control device asbestos waste originating fron
sources suojeec TO w

"
01 .^ tc; , ia> , ( ___

sl\3irv~andhave been tncroucany a xe wt water nto
*sealed into

anfl labeled in accordance with (e)ll, above?

Tn lieu of tfrie
asbestos and

iSSu of (e)li. anfl
_____waste __
Llets or other shapes.

iv. All asbestos anfl asbestos-con1

,«najas SUP;
mixed

pjecc
.th a

to 4U urn
waste

s nave ceen aa<

of the wetting
recaimendea

iteiy

eifectively wet asaestos
py toe ir?i7T»Tfieturer

oust
anfl sealed into leaJc-tiqfrt

containers (

2.

piastic oaqsi vrgjje wet,
'.y sealed and i ia

be disposed of :n the

the waste, a separate

vadtE ana

prepared in the •working face
excavation shall he of sutfjciept

to allow the asbestos and
to be deposited such that"

curxer exists top
depositea ana tne top or toe ex-

isbestc Qontalninci
deposited ia tb» excavation and the area
siMLLL ce eoverea %atn tnree or otnar
cover material • Banner that prevents the rupture of

burying operations. This"
is In • diticn to the cover requirements of

8.J.A.C.

Acoeotanoe of

waste

or asbestos-containlag vaste at a
be in accorcanoe with

"requirements of N.J.A.C. 7:26-6. ow



r.-__..r""r£ s'-.-ll be r.r "iEiilc: £.ir emissions duri.-r cr after
-rr.j•.:••. :_i;-.4..4v^-£i.l. """ "——T~———" '

^£r^re^cr ?.€ruircr!er.ts fcr Sigpsse.! of Asbestos ar.c Asbes-

A cerjerator of asbestos or asbftstos-contaijnng waste snail submit
a \.-rir-er. r.ciific£tlcn of intent, or. asccrd&noe with (b) r ana le) JXJ.CM, to
dispose cr vaste Scan asbestos mm. cperatlcais, asoestos ranut&cc

cgnpiitlcn ana renovation J^xivities, spraying operations
unng
, ana

fabricating processes vilicfa am to 4 CFR 1. 2 (a) f (e) » (d) , (e)
ana tr.) az xeast ten gays prce TO ̂ o sa wasa.

(b) The written notification raqsdred by (a) , abova. shall
a<^ t^1ftR?Xif^ mb^

2. Quantity of waste to bm disposed;,

3. Kerne, address, K.J.S.W.A. registration nunfcer of the oollec-
tor-hauler;. ••

4. Rene and address of th» laadfill at which disposal will
occur; an

5. A coov of any writ***** ngjAf^ cation

Je) The vrit
ted to;

Maw Jersey Department of Environmental Protectim
Division of Waste Ma

120*001^156
Yardvilla. Mew

OdOperaticra
08C20

7:26-2.13 Sanitary landfills;

(a) Sanitary
received.* The record shall includes

1.-5. (No change.)
€ Tn addition to the infbsaticn

shall ssdntain a daily record of wastes

in fa)l
L*C. s*ri t̂*,Tv 1 »y3*i-lls_vhich accept

waste

cord ** +*» *e>v»ctcs and asbes-
ived. v^iich sha^l include:

(AO

1
(1) Date and time of delivery;



I~2r.-i:~iracier, rf v".£ rrllertcr^hauler bv r-zr-e =r.f Jr.*

c±ic yards cf The \\-aste;

4i ::£r--e ar.5 address sf the generator; and

(5) For rejected shiaaents, the reason for reiectisn and
caspositlcn o* che thigrent after rejection; '

Kew Jersey DeogiLnfliL of Environment?!
pĵ vĵ gĵ on nf <ffM^e^Bnacgr|>*nt,

^v*>-gu of Pennit'S

iagi

Trenton. New Jersey DB625
I- ^™^iiMHM^^HM^M^MMMI^lM

t

(b) - (c) OCo change.)

(d) Ksste idertification and definition of solids include the foUcw-

1. Solid wastes; waste ID

i. - v. (No change.)

and definitions:

•vi. 27 Dry industrial vastts Waste materials resulting frcm.
narcafacturing, industzial and research »nd developnent
processes and opexatieos, and vhich are not hazardous in
accordance with the •fessdards and procedures set forth, at
K.JJLC. 7:26-8. Also inclndftd are nonhazardous cdl spin
cleanup waste, dry saohazardous pesticides, [and] dry

K.J.A.C.

(e)-(f) (No change.)
7:26-3.5 Collector-hauler requixeaants (Specific)

Ca)-(d) (No change.)

(e» >•?'•* corsernino eoUegticn/haulaoe of asbestos and asbestos-

vehicles used for the collection and/or haulage of asbestos
iyynBj»!J»y

01
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'- r:ll^rr?r ;r.;"lar shsll irsr.ricrt asbestos cr.f'cr

;:"r:i-.r* v..--. 4: CTrtl . : : ar. .A.C. ": 26^2.6 (el. "jr. r.z
; L s •= ;.-.5.ll lrc;= ssz-ssics cr s.sb'ssics-ccr.'te.ir'̂ c vagte os ircns-

* -*—-«— rriEt •srevar.ts
shall be trer.sr>crtes

cf the asbestos cor . t^" '* i

4. Asbegtss vaste shall be tsressorted directly to the disposal
atg itsraoe or transfer of srudi vastff it

S. Trzr^ortation anfl

»re shall be no vL
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"obert Runvon, Division of "ater Resources
*.'.&•• Jersev Department of Environmental Protection

on "Asbestos Dump" RI/FS

rage 3-30 Task 16 - Aquatic Icpact Assessment appears to oe
inappropriate considering the contaminants in
question. The cacroinvertebrate corasunities will
not yield any useful information on the offsite
icpacts or effectiveness of remedial activities due
to the nature of the contaminants involved.
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vlein, Hazardous Site "itication Administration,
Division of "aste Management,
New Jersev Denartment of. Environmental Protection
Comir.er.ts on "Asbestos Dump" RI/PS

Please fine below my comments on the Work Flan for a Remedial Investi-
gation/Feasibility Study, Asbestos Dump Site, Morris County, New Jersey.

1. . Pursuant to National Gypsums November 9, 1983 response to the USEPA '
Information request letter, specifically item 10 (off-site disposal), a
mineral identification analysis Is not necessary at any of the four (4) •
sites. In addition, this same correspondence identifies two other
locations which should be investigated: 3 lots owned by Carmen Montesano
on Union Avenue, Sterling, HI, and an abandoned clay pit in Sterling
Township.

2. - Page 1-1, 1.1 Objectives

National Gypsum has stated that they are responsible for disposing of
materials at these three (3) secondary sites.

3.' Page 1-4, 1.4 Schedule -

NUS should define what permits and authorization must be obtained, and
how many days they are expecting to be delayed by adverse veather
conditions. "

4.. Page 1-5, 1.4 Schedule
* » •

' NUS states, "It is emphasized that the cost and manpower estimates
presented above do not contain 'any provisions for the conduct of lab-
oratory or field studies." The specific field studies refered to in
this section should be better defined, i.e., does this include tne field
studies for the Aquatic Impact Assessment (Task 16) or. the engineering
properties of soils and asbestos waste {Task IS).

5. Page 2-6, 2.1.1 Site History and Description "Milllngton Site

A. reference is made to the use of an unlined settling lagoon for a --__
discharge of waste paint from the paint wash line.. What type of paint
was used at the plant and couldn't this paint have infiltrated the
groundwater as well as the surrounding soil. In this same section a
reference is made to polyurethane foam block manufacturing at this site.
What are the raw materials and waste materials invovled In this manu- >
facturing process? - • en01
6. Page'2-7, 2.1.1 Site History and Description Great Swamp Site Q

" . • O
This description does not include an account of the drums observed N

buried in the outer boundaries of the disposal area, adjacent to the . o
waters of the Great Swamp. •. u

• £



7. Page :-T, 2.1.1 Site.History and Descriptions Pine Valley Tree
Servl:e Sice

The phrase in the last sentence on this page "may have also been" should
read "has ieea".

8. Page 1-8, 2.1.1 Site History and Description White Bridge Road Site

The word "=ay" should be deleted from the second sentence.

9. Page 2-11, 2.1.2 Regulatory and Remedial'Actions, to Date. Great
Svacp, Pine Valley Tree Service and White Bridge Road Sites

In the first sentence, BHM should read DHM. .

10. Page 2-14, 2.i.2 Surface Water Pine Valley Tree Service and
White Bridge Read Site*
^^ •' —̂ -̂ ——i • ̂ ^̂ -M̂ ^̂ -̂ ^̂ ^̂ »̂»̂ »««M> • fc ^

This description should state that a small stream runs adjacent to the
Pine Valley Tree Service sit*.

11. -Page 2-24," 2;4 Previous Investigations and Evaluation of Existing
Data Xillington Site

The'last sentence of the first paragraph states that, soils may have
become contaminated. Why isn't groundwater also mentioned as an impacted
media?

12. Page 2-26, 2.5 Proposed Responses

The word "known" should be placed before the word contamination in the
second paragraph and before the word "asbestos" in -the third paragraph.

13. Page 3-3 Task 3 Community Relations. Support Functions .

The file review should also Include the local health department, -fire
department and*public works department if applicable.

*

14. Page 3-5 Task 5 Health Safety and General Site Reconnaissance

What emergency.provisions will be provided in the event a drum is
ruptured by the power augur?

15. Page 3-6 Task 6 Permits. Rights of Entry and Other Authorization

Identify exactly what permit* will be needed.

16. Page 3-7 Task 9 Site Specific Health and Safety Requirements

Please-provide the Department with a copy of the MUS "Superfund Division
Health and Safety Manual.

17. Page 3-8 Task 10 Site Specific Health and Safety Requirements

The KUS Superfund Division Quality Assurance Manual must meet the
minimum standards listed in the NJDEP document "Quality Assurance
Project Managesent Plan".



18. Page 3-9 Task 11 Site Operations Plan

The specific health and safety and quality assurance requirements should
be listed.

19. Page 3-9 Task 12 Mobilization of Field Equipment

Where will the office/equipment storage trailer be secured?. Are the
cost estimates for the necessary utilities included in Section 5.2 Cost
and Budget? - " :

" " ' I20. Page 3-10 Task 13 Subsurface 'Investigation 1
• • • . " * - • *

Based on data gathered during this investigation, the groundwater
investigations may have to b« Modified to include the two (2) privately
owned sites, as veil as the other sites identified by National Gypsum.-

21. Page 3-11 Task 13 Subsurface Investigation; Hydrogeologlcal -
Investigation . - _ • "

? •
The -monitoring veils must be installed in accordance vith NJDEP.DWR ' -
monitor veil Installation guidelines.

22. Page 3-19 Task 13 Subsurface' Investigation, Decontamination
' ^Procedures

The detailed decontamination procedures for drilling and sampling
equipment must be specified prior to the initiation of any field work.

23. Page 3-20 Task 15 Environmental Sampling and Monitoring i
Ambient Air . "*

In order for these samples to accurately reflect the potential problems
at the site, the site condition* should be indicative of when the
problem will canifest itself. Vith respect to the asbestos fibers, this
'would mean a mechanical aggetation of, -the fragmented shingle materials.: • .
24. Page'3-25 Task 15 Environmental Sampling and Monitoring * :

Surface Water and Sediment.

The specific chemicals that will be analyzed as 'Hazardous Substance List
(HSL) Organic* and Inorganics must be specified.• This analysis should
include the EPA designated Priority Pollutants plus the tentative
identification of 40 non-priority pollutants vith the greatest con-
centration in each of the following-fractions.

(15) fifteen in the purgeable organic fraction
(10) ten in the acid extrsetable organic fraction
(15) fifteen in the base/neutral organic'fraction . ;

. - " ' - • - - *
25. Page 3-27 Task 15 Environmental Sampling and Monitoring Groundwater

Individual laboratory certified clean bailers should be used at each
individual veil. This analysis should be for the same compounds as in
comment 124 above. - •



26. Page 3-30 Task 16 Aquatic Impact Assessment

Is it necessary for this study to be this detailed? If so, please
provide a justification for this Task.

27. Page 3-32 Task 17 Data Reduction and Evaluation

The significant contaminant pathways should be determined by the Pool
Subcontractor, KUS, EPA and NJDEP.

28. Page 3-44 Task 22 Laboratory and Field Studies

Please provide the technical justification for the two types of tests
proposed, adsorption isotherms and contaminate break through. This
testing seems more like a research project.

29. Page 4-5 Project Management Task 3 Project Initiation

The project initiation meeting should include NJDEP. .

30. Page 4-6 Project Management Task 4

Quality Assurance and Health and Safety Oversight. The site operations
Plan page 4-6 and the Health and Safety Plan page 4-8 should be ap'proved
by NJDEP and EPA prior co the commencement of site activities.

31.' Page 5-1 5.0 Cost and Schedules

5.1 Project Schedule. Specifically, what permits and other authorizations
will NJDEP be required to provide assistance for?

Page 5-4 How many days does NUS expect to loose due to inclement weather.

32. Page R-8 and R-9 References

All reference to the "Bureau of Solid Waste Management" should read the
Bureau of Site Management. ' - .

* ™
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Linda "elkom, Division of '-tatex Resources
!Cev Jersev neoartmen-; of Environmental Protection
Corunents on "Asbestos Dump" RI/PS

I have reviewed the Work Plan RI/FS prepared for the Mlllington Asbestos dump
dated December 1983, and found^it to be an adequate preliminary assessment of
the situation. However the work plan i» deficient in certain areas. One area
inadequately addressed is additional points of contamination such as floor
drains, septic tanks, or underground tanks.

Pollutants may include asbestos*, phenylmercurie acetate, paint sludges, fuel
oil or manufacturing process sludge. These wastes may'also adversely impact
the ground water. Test pits, soil borings and monitor.wells will provide a
subsurface stratigraphic record and assist in a hydrogeologic evaluation.

, •• •
Comnents ..' . . .

1. ALL WELLS INSTALLED MUST STRICTLY ADHERE TO THE NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION (NJDEP) WELL SPECIFICATIONS. (Please refer
to attached well specifications for details). •

2. All sampling procedures lor soil and water must adhere'to NJDEP sampling
and analytical standards.

Corrections and Additions . .

Page 2-15, 2.2.3 Geology - The site is bounded on the west by the Passaic River.
« -

Page 2-15, 2.2.4 Groundwater - Ground water flows within the Brunswick Shale
through fractures, joints and other openings. These are usually more developed
when aligned with the strike of the formation thus ground water would tend to
travel preferentially along strike of the formation, although complexity of the
fracture patterns allows for additional directional flow. At the Millington site
the topography and proximity to the Passaic River will probably control the dir-
ection of the shallow'ground water flow, which would be towards the river. -
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-2-

R«: Millington Asbestos Dump, Review of Draft Work Plan Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study (Rl/FS)

Recommendations

Additional upstream investigation of the Great Brook and Black Brook
area is warranted. The relative fiber count of 783 fibers/ml, from
the river upstream of the Milliagton site vs. the count of 590 fibers/
ml. downstream indicates another source.

» • • •

•Although the ground water contamination route is probably not significant,
I feel that due to the complexity of flow within the Brunswick
shales it must be considered. Private wells downgradient from the sites,
drawing from the bedrock should be tested and evaluated.

Hydrogeologic investigation of the.Millington Site can best be done by '
test pits, soil borings and then,if necessary, monitor wells. . '

A. .Teat Pits
.- * * •

'Test pits should be installed first. The proposed locations
for the test pits are adequate. An additional pit 50 to 60
feet east of-well #903 is recommended.*
Test-pits are recommended because they will give: " 1) an
rapid overview of subsurface geology, 2) representative ver-
tical extent of the dump, 3) depth to water table, if within
the overburden, 4) depth to bedrock and 5) help identify the
fill material. Piezometers may be installed at selected pits,
if needed, but only under the supervision of a New Jersey

- licensed driller. The pits not used must be backfilled.

B. Soil Borings

These should be done prior to the installation of_monitor wells.
The borings should be advanced using a hollow stem- auger to
•the top of bedrock at the selected sites. These and the se-
quence suggested for augering is satisfactory. An additional
.boring/monitor wells is needed approximately 200 feet to the north
"of well 1902. Split spoon Samples should be taken at 2.5-foot
intervals, changes in strata and at zones showing obvious contam-
ination. Borings #903, 906 and 905 will be continuous split spoons
t'o establish'the stratigraphic sequence and character of the over-
burden and dump materials.
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Re: Millington Asbestos Due?, Review of Draft Work Plan Remedial Investigation/
Feasibility Study (RI/FS)

C. Monitor Wells

The aquifer at the Mi11ington .site will be defined from the
test pits and/or soil borings. The monitor wells should
follow the NJDEP specifications for either Unconsolidated or • .
Rock Monitor Wells. If the static water level is greater than
15 feet I recommend the installation of four inch I.D. over-
burden wells. " -

Page 3-13 - The use of a beatonite cement grout does not meet with the latest
NJDEP specifications. .Granular or powder bentonite (only) should be used "in

~ a mixture of 1.5 Ibs. of beatonite/gallon of potable water. This mixture
should be trended into the hole to avoid gaps within the seal. Bentonite pel-
lets will not be necessary. . . .

Page 3-13 - The Great Swamp Site - The option of turning the 15-20 borings into
- monitor wells is excessive. Pending field evaluation of the boring results,
some wells could be sealed as per NJDEP well abandonment specifications.'

- An alternate casing method is possible for these wells, consisting of a steel
casing, and threaded PVC screen. The well can be secured by a cap held in place
by a lockable latch apparatus. Wells are not to penetrate any major confining
layer (defined by the borings/test pits).

Page 3-27, Task 15 - It is recommended that the ground water samples from the
monitor wells be tested for the Priority Pollutants, Plus 40.

-Page 3-30, Task 19 - A detailed ground water contour 'map should be prepared
&on the water level data obtained from the wells.

LW:clb
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New Jersey Dep rtment of Environm ital P r o t e c t i o n
Unconsolidated Monitor Well Speci f icat ions*

Site Name: flO i llirtg+ar\
Location: ____ ——

Date:

u^

Cap ——— •
Air Vmnt .,., ., ,

XXX^XXXXXXSX^^ 3

A" PVC Casing ____ j
sch. 40 equiv. |
or greater ;

, - *p' |

A" PVC
equiv.
20 slot
cases

8"

4

* *

Well Screen •'
or less than
size in oost

_

Bottom Cap ̂""̂

1

s

* ^M
«»

3t

2̂

s
|

,***.V«'/

Securely Set In

T"
2 Feet

.yx*\X\\\\\\\XN\\NN\\\

/<« ————— 3 Feet Cement
•

€ « Casing Seal -
: ite slurry (1
; water) trenie
; ed into hole.
^
-- . ___ Toupling

« — ... ..nran Satd/Rra
Appropriate si
extending (%
well screen.

t

Cement

N\

Collar

granular benton-
.5 Ib/gal potable
or pressure grout
• (See Item e 3 )

vel Pack -
ze for screen
^ feet above

*

NOT ra SCALE
.REQUIREMENTS: "

1.- Notification to the NJDEP is required two (2) weeks prior to drilling.
2. State well permits are required for each monitor well constructed by the driller.
. Report "use of well" on well permit application. Permit number must be permanently

affixed to each monitor well. NOTE: Veil driller must be licensed in the State of
New Jersey. Ovrp p,v.rr
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te Name:
Location:

Date:

New Jersey Apartment of Enviror lental Pro tec t ion
Rock Monitor Well Specif icat ions*

Steel Cap With Padlock

6" Steel Casing
Securely Set In Grout

t
Ground 'Surface

Feet Cement Collar

Casing Seal - granular bentonite
slurry (1.5 Ib/gal-potable water)
tremie. pressure, or displacement
grouted into hole (See Item

Casing
Seated „

Into Crepe cent

THERED BEDROCK

fl.'IREM£XTSl

Notification to the KJDEP is required tvo <2> vc-eks prior to drilling.
State veil permits are required for each monitor well constructed by the driller.
Report use of veil" on veil permit application. Permit number mu.'t be permanently
affixed to each monitor veil. NOTE: Well driller must be licensed in the State of
Sew Jersey. - . •
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APPROXIMATE OUT
LET LOCATION Of
48 "REINFORCED
CONCRETE STORM
DRAIN ——————

SOURCE: TAKEN FROM DRAWING N*«ST; AUGUST 17,1977; WNNACONE ASSOCIATES, INC.
. . SERNAROSVILLE.NJ

8UILDINQS: TIFA, LTD. OFFICE COMPLEX

LEGEND .
> PROPOSED MONITORING WELL LOCATION

« .

B PROPOSEQJTEST PIT LOCATIONS

^ APPROXIMATE LIMIT OP ASBESTOS
HILL

:i SWAMPLANO"

01
00

8
M

PROPOSED SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
• MILLINGTON SITE

ASBESTOS DUMP. MILLINGTON. NJ
SCALE l"«200'

3-12

RGURE 3-1

PRIMUS
—L_ COFPORATOs

A HaRiburton Company



APPROXIMATE OUT-
LET LOCATION OF
46" REINFORCED
CONCRETE STORM
DRAIN ———————•

SOURCE: IAKEN PROM ORAWINO N*
. BERNAROSVtLLE.NJ £

BUILDINGS: TIFA.LTD. OFFICE COMPLEX

,' AU6UST 17,1977; YANNACONE ASSOCIATES, INC.

Va

- LEGEND :
PROPOSED MONITORING WELL LOCATION

PROPOSEO_T£ST PIT LOCATIONS

«J APPROXIMATE LIMIT OF
_ HILL
;£• SWAMPLAND

PROPOSED SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
MILUNGTON SITE

ASBESTOS DUMP. MILLINGTON. NJ
SCALE l"«200>

*•.. ? • 3-12
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K
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IRGURE 3-1
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